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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This Amendment is in response to the Non-Final Office Action dated June 27, 2008, and 
is believed to be fully responsive to each point of the rejection raised therein. Accordingly, 
favorable reconsideration and allowance of all the claims are respectfully requested in view of 
the following remarks. 

Claims 1-14 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 9, and 1 1 are independent. Claims 
1, 2, 6, 9, and 1 1-13 are amended. 

The courtesies extended to Applicant's representatives by Examiner of Record Jason 
Mattis during the interview held on August 26, 2008, are appreciated. The reasons presented at 
the interview as warranting favorable action are incorporated into the remarks below and 
constitute Applicant's record of the interview. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 & 103 

In sections 3-4 on pages 2-9, the Office Action rejects claims 1-3 and 9-14 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 7,093,160 to Lau et al 
(hereinafter "Lau"). In sections 5-6 on pages 10-11, the Office Action rejects claims 4 : 8 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Lau in view of Published U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2008/00026696 to O'Brien et al (hereinafter "O'Brien). Applicant respectfully 
traverses these rejection for the reasons detailed below. 

As amended, independent claim 1 recites, in part, "filtering out all signaling messages , 
and updating only a state machine and routing table in the distributed layer processor" (emphasis 
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added). Independent claims 9 and 1 1 are amended to incorporate similar subject matter. This 
subject matter finds support in, for example, paragraph [0030] of the specification. 

As agreed during the personal interview on August 26, 2008, and memorialized in the 
Interview Summary, Lau fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the combination of filtering out all 
signaling messages and only updating a state machine and routing table. O'Brien fails to remedy 
the deficiencies of Lau. Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that independent claims 1, 9, and 
1 1 are allowable. 

Dependent claims 2-8, 10, and 12-14 respectively' depend upon independent claims I, 9, 
and 11. Thus, claims 2-8, 10, and 12-14 are allowable at least due to their dependencies upon 
allowable claims. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 1-14 under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) and 35 U.S.C § 103(a). 

Conclusion 

While we believe that the instant amendment places the application in condition for 
allowance, should the Examiner have any further comments or suggestions, it is respectfully 
requested that the Examiner telephone the undersigned attorney in order to expeditiously resolve 
any outstanding issues. 
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In the event that the fees submitted prove to be insufficient in connection with the filing 
of this paper, please charge our Deposit Account Number 50-0578 and please credit any excess 
fees to such Deposit Account. 



KRAMER & AMADO, P.C. 
1725 Duke Street, Suite 240 
. Alexandria, VA 223 14 
Phone: 703-519-9801 
Fax: 703-519-9802 



Respectfully submitted, 
Kramer & Amado, P.C. 



Date: August 26. 2008 




Terry W. fo-amer 
Registration No. : 4 1 ,54 1 
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